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Comparison of Cement Strength According to Slandard Units
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ABSTRACT

In order Lo evaluate the difference of Lesting results in the standards on the compresslve
strength of various countries, we have compared the testing results of the compressive
and flexural strength, one of the most important properties of cement, oblained on Lhe
varl?us standards(KS., JIS. BS, ASTM) ond the statistical method was used Lo evaluate the
resulis
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